


• ~ 1,600 MPAs in U.S. waters

• Hundreds of federal, state and local MPA 
authorities

• About 1/3 of US EEZ in some form of 
MPA, but purposes narrow

• Majority allow multiple uses (>99% of 
MPA area)

• Few prohibit all extractive activities  
(<1% of MPA area); no take MPAs are 
typically very small

• Federal programs manage most area; 
states manage most sites



• Develop and implement a scientifically based, comprehensive national 
system of MPAs representing diverse U.S. marine ecosystems, and the 
Nation’s natural and cultural resources

• Improve MPA coordination, stewardship and effectiveness

• This national system framework and the work of the MPA Center are 
intended to support, not interfere with, agencies’ independent exercise of 
their own existing authorities.



• Goal is for network to be diverse in terms of:
– Geographic region

– Ecosystem type

– Level of government

– Conservation goals
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• American Samoa (1)

• California (63)

• Florida (2)

• Hawaii (7)

• Maryland (1)

• Massachusetts (1)

• New Jersey (1)

• Puerto Rico (1)

• US Virgin Islands (1)

• Virginia (7)

• Washington (20)



The national system has three goals:  conserving and managing natural heritage 
(NH), cultural heritage (CH), and sustainable production (SP) marine resources. 

97% of sites primarily 
focused on conserving 
natural heritage

~2% of sites primarily 
focused on conserving 
cultural resources

<1% of sites primarily 
focused on sustainable 
production

47% of all sites have more 
than one conservation focus





Of the 254 national system sites: 

•U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service manages 106 sites (42%)

•National Park Service manages 29 national system sites (11%)

•National Marine Sanctuaries manages13 (5%) 

•National Estuarine Research Reserve and states manage five (2%)

•58% of the national system sites are managed by Federal agencies

•37% of the national system sites are managed by state agencies

•5% of the national system sites are managed by federal/

state partnerships or territories



• Capacity building

– Training

– Technical assistance

• Sharing lessons learned

• Potential efficiencies 
through coordinated 
science, stewardship and 
outreach

• Evaluation



• Demonstrating the benefits of a large-scale 
network

• Identifying effective ways to work at the 
regional and sub-regional scale

• Importance of in-reach to national system 
members

• Promoting the national system’s niche

• Gaining national and international recognition


